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REMARKS 

In the Office Action mailed on August 25, 2004, the Examiner: 

• rejected claims 1-3, 6-8, and 10-22 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Morita et aL, USPN 6,584,643 filed 7/10/02; and 

• objected to claims 4, 5, and 9 as being dependent upon a rejected base claim 
and suggested that these claims are allowable if written in independent form. 

The above rejections and objections are respectfully traversed. 

Morita does not suggest the claimed invention in claim 1 . Morita discloses a method 
for displaying video data on a display unit by first extracting from a video file a plurality of 
images at predetermined intervals and displaying the extracted images on the display unit 
(Claim 1; Col. 6, line 39 to Col. 10, line 52). Morita's method then waits for the user to 
select one of the displayed images and upon such a selection, the method proceeds to 
reproduce the video file including the selected image beginning at a position of the selected 
image in the video file (Claim 1; Col. 13, line 12 to Col. 14, line 22). Therefore, Morita 
does not provide the flexibility of displaying video data beginning at a user specified time 
that may fall between two neighboring ones of the pre-extracted images or in the middle of 
the predetermined time intervals. 

In comparison, the invention in claim 1 provides far more flexibility than Morita 
because it allows the display of video data starting at any specified time T in a program 
material, including a time T that may fall in the middle of a segment. To provide such 
flexibility, the method in claim 1 includes the step of converting the specified time T to a 
time T seg relative to a specified segment during which the specified time T occurs. Claim 1 
further includes the step of converting time T seg to a data position relative to a specified 
atom corresponding to the specified segment. These steps are not found in Morita because 
Morita only allows the showing of video data beginning with one of a plurality of pre- 
extracted images and accepts a user input in the manner of a double-click on one of these 
images instead of a specified a time in a program material (Col. 13, line 2). 
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Since Morita does not disclose or suggest all of the inventive steps in claim 1, claim 
1 cannot be obvious in light of Morita. Therefore, the rejection of claim 1 under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Morita should be withdrawn. 

Claims 2-13 and claims 18-22 depend from claim 1 and include further limitations 
in addition to the limitations in claim 1. Therefore claims 2-13 and claims 18-22 are 
patentable for at least the same reasons claim 1 is patentable. 

The above argument regarding claim I is applicable to claim 14. Therefore, claim 14 
is patentable over Morita. 

The above argument regarding claim 1 is also applicable to claim 15. Therefore, 
claim 15 is patentable over Morita. 

Claims 16-17 depend form claim 15 and include further limitations in addition to the 
limitations in claim 15. Therefore claims 16-17 are patentable for at least the same reasons 
claim 15 is patentable 

The Examiner is invited to call the undersigned at the number listed below if any 
matter can be solved by telephone. 



Dorsey & Whitney, LLP 
Intellectual Property Department 
Four Embarcadero Center, Suite 3400 
San Francisco, CA 941 1 1-41 87 
(650) 494-8700 (telephone) 
(650)494-8771 (facsimile) 
RMA/JJZ 
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